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Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 
U.S.C. 119(a)-(d). The certified copy has been filed in parent Application No. P2000- 
16396, filed on March 30, 2000. 

Specification 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because 'the abstract should be in 
narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph' while the disclosed 
application's abstract contains two paragraphs. Correction is required. See MPEP 
§ 608.01(b). 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

1) Page 12, line 4 refers to the "main server 3The main server in the drawings and 
through out the specification is item 30. 

2) There are multiple wording corrections throughout the specification that may have 
been a result of improper translation. Below are a few examples of the English 
grammar problems however; it is recommended the entire document be reviewed for 
additional grammar mistakes. 

a) Page 3 line 13 "stocks traded in proper English should be "stocks trade!' for plural 
stock or"stock traded for plural trades. 

b) Page 5, line 10 "stocking selling 

c) Page 8, line 13 "accounts amounts 

d) Page 8, line 15 "corresponding users request' should include Id' 

e) Page 9, line 22 "in case that a particular user has the timing he need money 

f) Page 10, line 6 and Page 12, line 8"as many amounts 
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3) Page 2, line 2 "so businessmarf; unless the intension is that this invention is not to be 
used by women appropriate neutral gender should be used for US Patents. 

Appropriate correction is required for items 1-3 listed above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current 
U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign 
document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

In particular claim 8 (page 18, line 9-12) is indefinite 'the stock selling amounts of 
the corresponding users are not calculated as substitution amounts, and nor are stocks 
bought with the stock selling amounts." It is unclear to the examiner and one of ordinary 
skill in the art what is claim by this description. For the purposes of this review the 
examiner will interpret claim 8 to be 'the loans may have restrictions such as not allow 
user to purchase to use the loan to buy a different companies stock from the one they 
just sold." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Belzberg (U.S. Patent 6,134,535) in view of Longfield (U.S. Patent 5,724,523.) 

Re claim 1: Belzberg discloses: 

an online stocks trading system... wherein stocks trades are executed through a 
communication network and computers, (see Belzberg Abstracts stock exchange 
computed and Belzberg Claim 1 "a computerized trading systenf) comprising: 

a communication network for connecting communication lines among undefined 
individuals to perform data communications there between (see FIG 4); 

plural client personal computers(PCs) (see FIG 1) having dedicated emulators or 
web browsers to allow the uses of a home trading system through the communication 
network, and for outputting to external selling items (see Claim 1 1 "symbol), selling 
volumes (see Claim 1 1 "order size!), and selling prices (see Claim 1 1 ^ricef) data that 
users select and input selling orders of plural menus provided from external after 
connected to external by executing the dedicated emulators or the web browsers, 
inputting and displaying on screens data.. . (see Claim 1 ) ; and 

a main server (see FIG 4, item #54) for connecting to a stock exchange computer 
system (see FIG 4, item #50) and selling corresponding stocks according to selling 
order data inputted by the users of the plural client PCs, ... 
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Although Belzberg does not have an "automatic loan service functiorf Longfield 
claim "an electronic data processing system for preparing income tax returns, authorizing 
refund payments and obtaining a secured credit" 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to add obtaining credit or loans as taught in Longfield to 
Belzberg trading system. Although Longfield refers to tax returns credits and Belzberg 
refers to stocks credit it is clear to one of ordinary skill in the art that both are 
guaranteed assets. 

It is clear that any financial services organization would be motivated to provide 
assets-based lending, regardless if the assets is a tax return that has been guaranteed 
to be paid by the government at a future date or the assets is a stock that has been 
should and guaranteed to be paid by the stock market at a future date. Both asset- 
based lending situations result in additional "income soured' for a financial institution of 
relatively low-risk quick-return and healthy interest payments. 

Re claim 2: Belzberg discloses: 

An online stocks trading system... wherein the main server includes (see Claim 

1): 

a selling information recognition unit for reading in information (see Claim 1 
'teceiving data from an exchangd) on the users' accounts and selling information on 
selling prices (see Claim 1 1 "pried), selling amounts (see Claim 1 1 "order sizd), and 
selling dates of the corresponding stocks...; 



Application/Control Number: 09/804,958 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3628 

a calculation unit (see Claim 1 'Tormattincf) for calculating settlement dates and 
based on the selling information on the selling prices, volumes, and selling dates read in 
through the selling information recognition unit; . . . 

Once again, although Belzberg does not have an "automatic loan service functiorf 
Longfield does claim "an electronic data processing system for preparing income tax 
returns, authorizing refund payments and obtaining a secured credit." 

In particular, Longfield discloses "at least one data processing means for 
processing (transferring and repaying) secured credit." (see, Claim 1d) 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to add obtaining credit or loans as taught in Longfield to 
Belzberg trading system. Although Longfield refers to tax returns credits and Belzberg 
refers to stocks credit it is clear to one of ordinary skill in the art that both are 
guaranteed assets. 

It is clear that any financial services organization would be motivated to provide 
assets-based lending, regardless if the assets is a tax return that has been guaranteed 
to be paid by the government at a future date or the assets is a stock that has been 
should and guaranteed to be paid by the stock market at a future date. Both asset- 
based lending situations result in additional "income soured 7 for a financial institution of 
relatively low-risk quick-return and healthy interest payments. 

Re claim 3: Belzberg discloses: 

An online stocks trading system with a main server (see FIG 4, item #54 "served) 
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Although Belzberg does not have an "automatic loan service functiorf Longfield 
does claim "an electronic data processing system for preparing income tax returns, 
authorizing refund payments and obtaining a secured credit" 

Longfield discloses: 

A main server, at the time when the users of the client PCs confirm result data 
they acquire the future guaranteed assets of a tax return, provides menu data of 
allowing to select loans of all or part of the asset, and transfers to the users' accounts 
amounts deducted by interest amounts of a certain rate from loan amounts requested 
by corresponding users (see Claim 1d). 

Therefore it would have; been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to add obtaining credit or loans as taught in Longfield to 
Belzberg trading system. Although Longfield refers to tax returns credits and Belzberg 
refers to stocks credit it is clear to one of ordinary skill in the art that both are 
guaranteed assets. 

It is clear that any financial services organization would be motivated to provide 
assets-based lending, regardless if the assets is a tax return that has been guaranteed 
to be paid by the government at a future date or the assets is a stock that has been 
should and guaranteed to be paid by the stock market at a future date. Both asset- 
based lending situations result in additional "income soured' for a financial institution of 
relatively low-risk quick-return and healthy interest payments. 

Re claim 4: Belzberg discloses: 
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An online stocks trading method... wherein stock trades are executed through a 
communication network and computers, (See Claim 1) comprising steps of: 

reading in information on users' accounts (see Claim 1 "receiving data from an 
exchangd) and selling information on selling prices (see Claim 11 "price!), selling 
volumes (see Claim 1 1 "order sizd), and selling dates of corresponding stocks... 

calculating (see Claim 1 'formatting/) settlement dates and settlement amounts 
base on the selling information on the selling prices, selling volumes, and selling dates 
read 

Once again, although Belzberg. does not have an "automatic loan service functiorf 
Longfield does claim "an electronic data processing system for preparing income tax 
returns, authorizing refund payments and obtaining a secured credit" 

In particular, Longfield discloses, "creating a deposit and loan account." (see Claim 

1d) 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to add obtaining credit or loans as taught in Longfield to 
Belzberg trading system. Although Longfield refers to tax returns credits and Belzberg 
refers to stocks credit it is clear to one of ordinary skill in the art that both are 
guaranteed assets. 

It is clear that any financial services organization would be motivated to provide 
assets-based lending, regardless if the assets is a tax return that has been guaranteed 
to be paid by the government at a future date or the assets is a stock that has been 
should and guaranteed to be paid by the stock market at a future date. Both asset- 
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based lending situations result in additional"income soured' for a financial institution of 
relatively low-risk quick-return and healthy interest payments. 
Re claim 5: Belzberg discloses: 

The online stocks trading method (see Claim 1 ) . . . including steps of: 

judging (see Claim 1, line 39'Tormattincf) if stocks selling data of particular items 

the users of the client PCs input is inputted to a main server; 

selling (see Claim 1, line 46 'transmitting) corresponding stocks through a stock 

exchange computer system according to stocks selling data inputted by the users; 

reading (see Claim 1 deceiving datsi) in the information on the accounts of the 
corresponding users and the selling information on selling prices (see Claim 1 1 "pried), 
selling amounts (see Claim 1 1 "order size!), and selling dates. 

Once again, although Belzberg does not have an "automatic loan service functiorf 
Longfield does claim "an electronic data processing system for preparing income tax 
returns, authorizing refund payments and obtaining a secured credit." 

In particular, Longfield discloses: 

outputting... (see Claim 1 Id'transmittincf) data related to the secured loan 
services regarding asset money together with selling result data executed in the main 
server; 

judging (see Claim le'data processing meansT) if the users of the corresponding 
client PCs select the secured loan sen/ices regarding assets money; 
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storing (see Claim 1a) loan dates and loan amounts inputted by the users if the 
secured loan services regarding asset money are selected by the users; and 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to add obtaining credit or loans as taught in Longfield to 
Belzberg trading system. Although Longfield refers to tax returns credits and Belzberg 
refers to stocks credit it is clear to one of ordinary skill in the art that both are 
guaranteed assets. 

It is clear that any financial services organization would be motivated to provide 
assets-based lending, regardless if the assets is a tax return that has been guaranteed 
to be paid by the government at a future date or the assets is a stock that has been 
should and guaranteed to be paid by the stock market at a future date. Both asset- 
based lending situations result in additional "income soured for a financial institution of 
relatively low-risk quick-return and healthy interest payments. 

Re claim 6: Belzberg discloses: 

The online stocks trading method (see Claim 1 ) 

Once again, although Belzberg does not have an "automatic loan service functiorf 
Longfield does claim "an electronic data processing system for preparing income tax 
returns, authorizing refund payments and obtaining a secured credit" 

In particular, Longfield discloses: 

judging (see Claim le'tiata processing meansT) if the settlement dates according 
the assets of particular users of the client PCs who use the secured loans regarding the 
asset money fall due; 
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judging (see Claim letlata processing mean^) if settlement amounts are 
deposited to accounts of the corresponding users when the settlement dates fall due; 
and 

withdrawing (see Claim 1f "authorizing transferring of funds) the amounts loaned 
to the corresponding users and ending the loan services if the settlement amounts are 
deposited to the users 1 accounts. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to add obtaining credit or loans as taught in Longfield to 
Belzberg trading system. Although Longfield refers to tax returns credits and Belzberg 
refers to stocks credit it is clear to one of ordinary skill in the art that both are 
guaranteed assets. 

It is clear that any financial services organization would be motivated to provide 
assets-based lending, regardless if the assets is a tax return that has been guaranteed 
to be paid by the government at a future date or the assets is a stock that has been 
should and guaranteed to be paid by the stock market at a future date. Both asset- 
based lending situations result in additional"income soured' for a financial institution of 
relatively low-risk quick-return and healthy interest payments. 

Re claim 7: 

Claim 7 of Park claims 'the loaned amounts transferred to the users' accounts are 
provided after deduction of interest amounts at a certain rate." Longfield also claims to 
charge interest or fees to the loan or credit as described in claim 6-9 "including a means 
for charging the process fees of said credit card applicatiorf and 'for charging the 
intended annual fees or process fees." 
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Re claim 8 and 9: 

Claim 8 as described above under the heading of "Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 
112' is indefinite and has an unclear description. For the purposes of this review the 
examiner will interpret claim 8 to be 'the loans may have restrictions such as not allow 
user to purchase to use the loan to buy a different companies stock from the one they 
just sold." 

Claim 9 claims "repayment dates for the secured loans can be delayed if extra 
interests are paid by the users." 

Regarding Claim 8 and 9 it is clear to one of ordinary skill in the art that any 
financial institution will have "underwriter guideline^ and restrictions for the credit 
decision based on the risk profile of the user. Any financial institution will define and 
modify these restrictions according to the risk profile of the user (loan applicant), 
business strategy of the financial institution as well as any federal regulations or 
limitations. Both claim 8 loans have "restrictiorf and Claim 9 loans allowing 
'delays/extensions are viewed as "underwriters guidelines." One of ordinary skill in the art 
would view "underwriter guideline^' as obvious business practices regardless of the 
'testrictiorf or'tielay'/extension for any financial institution providing loans. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kirsten S. Apple whose telephone number is 
571 .272.5588. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30-6:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sam Sough can be reached on 571.272.6799. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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/HYUN&30UGH 
IBERVISORY patent examiner 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 



